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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This document is a Final Office Action on the merits. This action is responsive 
to the following communications: Amendment and Response, which was filed on May 
18, 2006. 

2. Claims 1-10 are currently pending in the case, with claims 1 and 8 being the 
independent claims. 

3. The abstract was objected to as being too long. Applicants have appropriately 
amended the abstract. Accordingly, the objection is withdrawn. 

4. Claims 1-10 are rejected. 



Claims Rejection - 35 U.S.C. 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Adler, et al., (U.S. Patent 5,768,158, filed December 8, 1995) [hereinafter "Adler"]. 

Regarding independent claim 1, Adler teaches: 

A method for automatically extending a format to include a cell in an 
electronic spreadsheet comprising the computer implemented steps of: 
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determining that a previously blank newly edited cell is an extension to or 
within a list of cells; 

(See, Adler, col. 14, lines 41-53, and col. 19, lines 47-49, teaching ranges of cells and 
objects contained therein as lists. See also, Adler, col. 21, lines 4-6, teaching editing a 
previously blank newly edited cell, "C1," as and extension of a list of cells, "A1" and 
"BL") 

determining that the list of cells has a consistent format; and 
(See, Adler, col. 12, lines 48-59, teaching determination of format for the purpose of 
associating a color with the cell.) 

automatically extending the consistent format to include the previously 

blank newly edited cell. 
(See, Adler, col. 13, lines 8-13, teaching that an edited data is associated with the cell. 
See also, Adler, col. 14, lines 41-54, teaching incorporation of the new edited cell with 
the other cell objects. And see, Adler, col. 17, lines 34-58, teaching the visual 
association of related, list object, cells. 

More specifically, Alder teaches using color and other visual cues for identifying 
the format of cells, as follows: "Accordingly, in a preferred embodiment, a different color 
is associated with a particular cell depending on the object type associated therewith. 
For example, a cell having a Timeseries associated therewith is shaded in green, while 
cells with scalar values are blue, and cell with Commodities are gold. This unique 
method of visually color coding each cell allows the electronic spreadsheet user to 
quickly determine what object type is associated with a particular cell." See, Alder, col. 
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12, lines 48-55. Further, Alder teaches that other methods of visual coding may be 
used. See, Alder, col. 12, lines 56-59. 

See also, Alder, col. 14, line 1 through col. 15, line 2, teaching "lists of cells" of 
various object types. See specifically, Alder, col. 14, lines 22-40, teaching that the 
result of the calculation of two timeseries cells is represented in another timeseries cell, 
and further, that the resultant cell inherits the color coding of the prior timeseries cells. 
Therefore, Alder teaches automatically extending the background color of the list of 
cells, timeseries cells, to the newly edited cell, the resultant cell. 

Alder does not expressly teach determining "that a previously blank newly edited 
cell is an extension to or within a list of cells," but such determination is at least implied 
in the teaching that the color of the cell depends on the type of object in the cell. 
Therefore, any formerly empty cell that would contain the result of a calculation of two 
cells of a certain object type, such as scalar, timeseries, or Commodities, would also 
automatically be rendered consistent with the new object type.) 

Regarding dependent claim 2, Adler teaches: 

The method of claim f, wherein the step of determining that a previously - 
blank newly edited cell is an extension of or within a list of cells comprises: 

determining that a plurality of previous cells have a consistent data type; 

and 

determining that the previously blank newly edited cell also has the 
consistent data type. 
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(See, Adler, col. 12, lines 48-59, teaching association of congruent cell object types with 
individual colors. See also, Adler, col. 6, lines 41-46, teaching that consistent object 
types are displayed with consistent visual appearance, preferably the same color.) 

Regarding dependent claim 3, Adler teaches: 

The method of claim 2, wherein the plurality of previous cells are above 

the previously blank newly edited cell in a column. 
(See, Adler, col. 13, lines 8-13, teaching that an edited data is associated with the cell. 
See also, Adler, col. 14, lines 41-54, teaching incorporation of the new edited cell with 
the other cell objects. And see, Adler, col. 17, lines 34-58, teaching the visual 
association of related, list object, cells. And see, Adler, line 51, leaching the association 
of object types in cells in the addition of cells in a column "A." 

Adler does not expressly teach that the cells are above the previously blank 
newly edited cell in a column. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to associate a newly edited cell with those above it in a 
column if the data in those cells were to be associated, because it would have been 
consistent with the stated purpose of the color formatting, which is identified in Adler as 
allowing the spreadsheet user to quickly determine what object type is associated with 
the cell or cells. See, Adler, col. 12, lines 48-59.) 
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Regarding dependent claim 4, Adler teaches: 

The method of claim 2, wherein the plurality of previous cells are beside 
the previously blank newly edited cell in a row. 

(See, Adler, col. 14, lines 41-54, teaching the association of cells in rows. See, 
Adler, col. 19, lines 61 , teaching the association of a row of "C={A,B}." 

Adler does not expressly teach that the cells are above the previously blank 
newly edited cell in a row. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to associate a newly edited cell with those in a row with it if 
the data in those cells were to be associated, because it would have been consistent 
with the stated purpose of the color formatting, which is identified in Adler as allowing 
the spreadsheet user to quickly determine what object type is associated with the cell or 
cells. See, Adler, col. 12, lines 48-59.) 

Regarding dependent claim 5, Adler teaches: 

The method of claim 1, wherein the step of determining that a previously 
blank newly edited cell is an extension to a list of cells comprises: 

determining that the previously blank newly edited cell is an extension of 
or within the list, wherein the list comprises a plurality of previous cells above the 
previously blank newly edited cell in a column, each having a first consistent data 
type; and 

if it is determined that the previously newly edited cell is not an extension 
of or within the column, determining that the previously blank newly edited cell is 
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an extension of or within the list wherein the list comprises a plurality of previous 

cells beside the previously blank newly edited cell in a row, each having a 

second consistent data type. 
(See, Adler, col. 12, lines 48-59, teaching the association of different colors as 
formatting according to cell data type. 

Adler does not expressly teach that a newly edited cell is not associated with 
neighboring cells if the data types do not match. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention because of the purpose of the color 
formatting, which is identified in Adler as allowing the spreadsheet user to quickly 
determine what object type is associated with the cell or cells. See, Adler, col. 12, lines 
48-59. Failing to distinguish a newly edited cell from incongruent data types would 
defeat the purpose of identification of data type by color.) 

Regarding dependent claim 6, Adler teaches: 

The method of claim 5, wherein the step of determining that the list of cells 
has a consistent format comprises determining that the list has a consistent 
- column format; and wherein the step of automatically extending the consistent 
format to include the previously blank newly edited cell comprises applying the 
consistent column format to the previously blank newly edited cell if the cell has 
only default formatting, wherein the default formatting excludes conditional 
formatting previously applied to the cell. 
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(See, Adler, col. 15, line 66 through col. 16, line 5, teaching that the user may set the 
colors and manipulate other attributes of the cell fields. 

Adler does not expressly that a default field may be set and used upon the 
determination of default formatting. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention that a default format would be indicated because it 
is obvious from the drop down menu that there would be an option that no color be set, 
which is consistent with the teaching that the visual representation format is entirely 
user selectable. See, Adler, col. 17, lines 34-58.) 

Regarding dependent claim 7, Adler teaches: 

The method of claim 5, wherein the step of determining that the list of cells 
has a consistent format comprises: 

determining that the list does not have a consistent column format, and 
determining that the list has a consistent row format; and 

wherein the step of automatically extending the consistent format to the 
previously blank newly edited cell comprises applying the consistent row format 
to the previously blank newly edited cell if the cell has only default formatting, 
wherein the default formatting excludes conditional formatting previously applied 
to the cell. 

(See, Adler, col. 15, line 66 through col. 16, line 5, teaching that the user may set the 
colors and manipulate other attributes of the cell fields. 
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Adler does not expressly that a default field may be set and used upon the 
determination that the default formatting excludes formatting previously applied to the 
cell. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention that a default format could be set to any user preference for cell formatting 
because it is obvious from the drop down menu that there would be an option that no 
color be set, which is consistent with the teaching that the visual representation format 
is entirely user selectable. See, Adler, col. 17, lines 34-58.) 

Regarding claims 8, 9, and 10, claims 8, 9, and 10 incorporate substantially similar 
subject matter as claimed in claims 1, 5, and 7, respectively, and are rejected along the 
same rationale. 

6. It is noted that any citations to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the 
prior art references and any interpretation of the references should not be considered to 
be limiting in any way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon 
for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. 
See, MPEP2123. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicants' arguments filed May 18, 2006 have been fully considered, but they 
are not persuasive. 
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Regarding rejections of claims 1-10: 

Applicants argue that "Alder does not teach or suggest determining that the list of 
cells has a consistent format; and automatically extending the consistent format to 
include the previously blank newly edited cell, where the format refers to background 
color, font face, borders, and the like." See, Response and Amendment, page 7. 

The Examiner disagrees. 

Alder teaches using color and other visual cues for identifying the format of cells, 
as follows: "Accordingly, in a preferred embodiment, a different color is associated with 
a particular cell depending on the object type associated therewith. For example, a cell 
having a Timeseries associated therewith is shaded in green, while cells with scalar 
values are blue, and cell with Commodities are gold. This unique method of visually 
color coding each cell allows the electronic spreadsheet user to quickly determine what 
object type is associated with a particular cell." See, Alder, col. 12, lines 48-55. 
Further, Alder teaches that other methods of visual coding may be used. See, Alder, 
col. 12, lines 56-59. 

See also, Alder, col. 14, line 1 through col. 15, line 2, teaching "lists of cells" of 
various object types. See specifically, Alder, col. 14, lines 22-40, teaching that the 
result of the calculation of two timeseries cells is represented in another timeseries cell, 
and further, that the resultant cell inherits the color coding of the prior timeseries cells. 
Therefore, Alder teaches automatically extending the background color of the list of 
cells, timeseries cells, to the newly edited cell, the resultant cell. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS for the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael K. Botts whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5533. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8:00-4:00 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached on 571-272-4136. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
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published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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